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Federal Aviation Administration
Rules Docket (AGC-10)

800 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20591

%ﬁﬁ«o}«‘(’]‘ﬂo"o?

RE: Exemption No. 6921, Regulatory Docket No. 29492

On July 15, 1999 Lynden Air Cargo was granted an exemption from 14 CFR 121 §
121.344 to the extent necessary to permit Lynden to operate its four Lockheed Martin
382G Hercules aircraft (Registration Nos. N401LC, N402LC, N403LC and N404LC;
Serial Nos. 4606, 4698, 4590, and 4763, respectively) under part 121 without an
approved digital flight data recorder. The exemption was granted for two years until July
15, 2001 unless sooner superseded or rescinded, or until the affected aircraft were
included in § 121.344(1)(2).

In Lynden’s exemption request, inclusion in § 121.344(1)(2) granting a permanent
exemption under the rule was requested. As stated in the exemption approval (see
enclosed), “...the FAA finds that if LAC had presented its arguments when the DFDR
rule was proposed, the FAA would have considered excepting the L.382G aircraft from
that rule.” As of the filing date of this letter, the issue of inclusion of the L382G for
permanent exemption is yet to be resolved.

The circumstances justifying the initial exemption request are unchanged and all the same
conditions apply. Lynden requests that a second two-year extension of its original
exemption be granted while the FAA considers the issue of inclusion of the L382G in the
exemptions paragraph of § 121.344.



Respectfully submitted,
o

James G. Schneider
Lynden Air Cargo

Quality Control Division

Enc.: FAA letter dated July 15, 1999
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Exemption No. €921
JUL | § 1999 Regulatoxry Docket No. 29492
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Mr. James G, Schnaider
Quality Control Division
Lynden Air Cargo

6441 South Airpark Place
Anchoragae, AKX 99502-0641

Doar Mr. Schneldar:

By undated lctter you petitioned the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
on bechalf of Lyndon Alr Cargo (LAC) for an excmption from § 121,344 of
Title 14, Code of Fedaeral Regulacions {14 CFR) to thc extent necessary to
permit LAC to operate its four Lockheed Martin 382G Herculas (L382G)
alrcratt (Registration Nos. N4OiLC, N40O2LCZ, N4O3LC, and NACALC; Sorial
Noc. 4606, 4698, 4%90, and 4763, respectively) under part 121 without an
approved digital fliygnt data recorder (DFDR).

A aummary of the petition wus published in the Federal Register on
April 21, 1999 (64 FR 13578). No commants were xecaived.

The FAA issued a grant of exemption in c¢ircumstances similar in all
material respects to those presencad in your patition. In Grant of
Exemption No. 6712 (vopy enclosed), ERA Helicopters, Inc. (ERA},
petitioned for an exemptior from .14 CFR § 135.1532(a) to operate
three Sikorsky Model £-61N (3-61) helilicopters under part 135 without those
helicopters being equipped with an approved DFDR. In cthat excrption, the
FAA noted that operators were glven the opportunity to raequast that un
aircraft be excepted from the flight data recorder roquirements. Operators
were raquestod to inform the FAA of the affected models and indicate the
reason why the aircraft should be excepied. The PAA stated the material
subnitted by ERA in its exemption request would gupport axcecpting the
§-61 holicopter from the DFPR requircments ond that ERA's proposed -
exerption would provide a level of safety equivalent to that provided by
the regulaczion. Alzo, the FAA found that tha petitioner had ghown a need
for the use of ite holicopters until a full exeception to tha rule could he
accomplished and that a grant of exemprion would be in the public interest.
Therefore, the FAA granted rolief to ERA for a limited pcriod of time
until the FAA ceuld consider amending § 135.152(k) to include the
5-61 helicoptar asc an exceptal aircrafr.
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Having reviewed your reasons for roequesting an cxemption, I find that they
do not dlffor materially from chiose prasenczed by ERA in the enclosed yrant
of excnption. In addition, I have determined that the reavons stated by
tha FAA for granting the anclosed exerption also apply to tie situation you
present. Specifically, the FAM finds that if LAC had presented ics
argumente when tha DYDR rule was proposcd, the FAA would havae zonsidered
axcepting the L382G aireraft from that rule.

Thereforae, the FAA 4§ granting LAC'e oxemption request for a limiced per:cd
of time while it considers whether the L382G alrcraft shouid be included in
tho oxceptions pavagraph of § 121.344. However, if during thece
considerations the FAA finds that the information provided doecs not fully
support inclusion, this exemption will ba terminated with 30 days notice
and tha aircraft will be congidersd subject to the requiremencs of

§ 121.344.

In consnideration of tha foregoing, I fird that a grent of oxemption {5 in
the public interest. Therefore, pursuant to the authority contained

in 49 0.8.C. §3 40113 ond 44701, delegatcd to me by the Administracor

(14 CFR § 11.53), Lynden Air Cargo ie grantcd an exemption from

14 C*R § 121.344 to tha oxten= necessary to operatc its four L3IB2G Hercules
aircraft (Registration Nos. N401LC, N402LC, N4OILC, ond N4O4LC; Serial

Nos. 4606, 4598, 4530, and 4763, respectively) undor part 121 without an

approved DPDR.
This exemption terminates on JUL unless sooner

supcrseced or rescinded, or until the affected aircrait is included in
§ 121.344(1)(2).

Sincerely,

4

L. Nicholas .lacey
Direccor, Flight Standards Service

Enclosure



